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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant asserts that the objection to the abstract is incorrect because the time is "set" 
and not "sent." Nonetheless, Examiner maintains that the phrase "time information can be set to 
the electronic device" is improper. The "to" in the phrase indicates a value to which the "time" 
will be set. As written, the phrase indicates that the time will be set to the value of "the electronic 
device." Thus, the current wording is incorrect. Since Applicant desires to have the word "set," 
Examiner suggests changing the phrase to "set by the electronic device." 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 6/29/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. On pages 7-8 of the Response, Applicant asserts that "a person of ordinary skill in 
the art would not be motivated to combine Shteyn and Tobias because Shteyn does not disclose, 
teach or suggest controlling the time function or timing of different devices to synchronize the 
timing of those devices." While Examiner agrees that Shteyn does not expressly disclose 
controlling the time function of different devices, Examiner maintains that the combination of 
Shteyn and Applicant's admitted prior art does teach this limitation. Shteyn teaches, as prior art, 
the structure and functions of various devices in the HAVi network, including how one device 
can control another device. Applicant teaches, as prior art, that some devices in an HAVi 
network use a time compensating function. Thus, the combination of Shteyn and Applicant's 
admitted prior art teaches that the HAVi network controls the time function of various devices to 
synchronize the timing of those devices. Thus, Examiner maintains that one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings of Tobias with the teachings of 
Shteyn in view of Applicant's admitted prior art. 
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3. Applicant further asserts that the teaching of Applicant's admitted prior art "does not 
remedy the fact that Tobias is directed to a method and system for synchronizing the timing of 
various multimedia events and controlling one or more other devices, where in contract, Shteyn 
describes a high data rate home audio network which controls a device in a low data rate network 
but does not describe synchronizing the timing of any events" Examiner, respectfully, disagrees. 
Examiner only relies upon the prior art teachings of Shteyn regarding the HAVi network. 
Therefore, Shteyn' s inventive teachings regarding the control of a low data rate network on a 
high data rate network do not teach away from the combination since these teaching are never 
used for the combination. Further, as outlined above, the combination of Shteyn and Applicant's 
admitted prior art clearly teaches that the HAVi network controls the time function of various 
devices to synchronize the timing of those devices. Therefore, Examiner maintains that Shteyn, 
as modified by Applicant's admitted prior art, is properly combinable with Tobias. 

4. Applicant further asserts, on page 8 of the Response, that "although Applicant's [sic] 
states that some digital HAVi devices have time compensating functions and others do not, the 
specification does not detail that such devices have a time setting function determining part as in 
the claimed invention." Examiner, respectfully, disagrees. 

5. Shteyn teaches that, in an HAVi network, a controller is used to determine the functions 
of each device (col. 3, line 51-col. 4, line 4; col. 4, lines 26-42; and col. 4, line 53-col. 5, line 1). 
Applicant teaches as prior art that in an HAVi network some devices have time compensating 
functions which other do not (pg. 1, line 14-pg. 2, line 4). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have Shteyn' s controller 
determine whether or not a device has a time compensating function in order to determine how to 
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control the device. As such, Examiner maintains that Shteyn in view of Applicant's admitted 
prior art teaches a time setting function determining part. 

6. On page 9 of the Response, Applicant goes on to assert that Tobias "does not disclose, 
teach or suggest a time setting function determining part that determines whether a plurality of 
electronic devices have a time setting function corresponding to the control information obtained 
from a control information obtaining part as in the claimed invention." In response to applicant's 
arguments against the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking 
references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re 
Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Examiner, respectfully, submits that a time setting function 
determining part is taught by Shteyn in view of Applicant's admitted prior art, as outlined above. 
Therefore, Tobias is not required to teach this limitation. As such, Examiner maintains that the 
time setting function determining part is taught by the combination of the cited prior art, even if 
it is not taught by all of individual references comprising the combination. 

7. Additionally on page 9 of the Response, Applicant argues that Tobias "does not disclose, 
teach or suggest a time information setting part for setting the time information obtained by the 
time information obtaining part to each of the electronic devices determined as devices have [sic] 
the time setting function by the time setting function determining part " Examiner, respectfully, 
disagrees. Examiner outlined in the Office Action how Tobias reads on a "time information 
setting part." Since Applicant only alleges that Tobias fails to meet this limitation without 
providing additional arguments detailing how Tobias fails to teach a "time information setting 
part," Examiner will rely on the Office Action to rebut Applicant's assertion. If Applicant wishes 
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to pursue this argument, then Examiner requests additional explanation as to why Tobias fails to 
read on the "time information setting part " 

8. For the above reasons, Examiner maintains that the cited prior art renders the claims 
obvious. 

Specification 

9. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because in line 1 1 "set to" should be "set by". 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

10. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 2, line 23, 
"set to" should be "set by". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shteyn 
(USPN 6,199,136) in view of Applicant's admitted prior art in further view of Tobias, II et al. 
(USPN 5,530,859). 

13. Regarding claims 1, 1 1, and 12, Shteyn discloses a controlling apparatus for exchanging 
an information signal among a plurality of electronic devices through a network system, 
comprising: a control information obtaining part (device control module) for obtaining control 
information (self describing data) from the plurality of electronic devices, the control 
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information allowing the plurality of electronic devices to be controlled (col. 3, line 51 -col. 4, 
line 4; col. 4, lines 26-42; and col. 4, line 53-col. 5, line 1). 

Shteyn does not expressly disclose a time setting function determining part for 
determining whether the plurality electronic devices have a time setting function corresponding 
to the control information obtained by the control information obtaining part. However, Shteyn 
does disclose a function determining part (DCM) for- determining whether the plurality electronic 
devices have a function corresponding to the control information obtained by the control 
information obtaining part (col. 3, line 42-col. 4, line 19; col. 4, lines 26-42; and col. 4, line 53- 
col. 5, line 1). Applicant teaches as prior art that some devices in HAVi use a time compensating 
function while others do not (pg. 1, line 14-pg. 2, line 4). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have a time setting function 
determining part for determining whether the plurality electronic devices have a time setting 
function corresponding to the control information obtained by the control information obtaining 
part in order for the controller to determine if the device needs to have a clock set. 

Shteyn in view of Applicant does not expressly disclose a time information obtaining part 
for obtaining time information and a time information setting part for setting the time 
information obtained by the time information obtaining part to each of the electronic devices 
determined as devices having the time setting function by the time setting function determining 
part. Tobias teaches, in a system for synchronizing audio and video information (col. 8, lines 62- 
65), using a time information obtaining part for obtaining time information (col. 6, line 66-col. 7, 
line 35 and col. 7, lines 51-64); and a time information setting part for setting the time 
information obtained by the time information obtaining part to each of the electronic devices 
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determined as devices having a time setting function (col 6, line 66-col. 7, line 12 and col. 7, 
lines 29-35) in order to synchronize the timing of devices in a flexible manner (col. 6, line 66- 
col. 7, line 21). Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have a time information obtaining part for obtaining time information and a time 
information setting part for setting the time information obtained by the time information 
obtaining part to each of the electronic devices determined as devices having the time setting 
function by the time setting function determining part in order to synchronize the timing of 
devices in a flexible manner. 

14. Regarding claim 2, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias discloses that 
the network system is composed of an IEEE 1394 serial bus (Shteyn: col. 1, lines 43-56). 

15. Regarding claim 3, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias discloses that 
the control information obtaining part obtains the control information when a topology of the 
network changes (Shteyn: col. 2, line 66-col. 3, line 31 and col. 3, line 42-col. 4, line 25). 

16. Regarding claim 4, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias discloses that 
the control information obtained by the control information obtaining part is composed of a 
control program for controlling the electronic devices and device attribute information of the 
electronic devices (Shteyn: col. 3, line 51-col. 4, line 4; col. 4, lines 26-42; and col. 4, line 53- 
col. 5, line 1). 

17. Regarding claim 5, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias suggests using 
a time setting permission determining part for determining whether the electronic devices permit 
an external setting operation of the time information (Applicant: pg. 1, line 14-pg. 2, line 4) 
where some devices do not require a time set since the devices already contain an internal clock; 
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wherein the time information setting part sets the time information to the electronic devices 
whose external setting operation has been permitted by the time setting permission determining 
part (Tobias: col. 6, line 66-col. 7, line 12 and col 7, lines 29-35). 

18. Regarding claim 6, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias discloses a time 
setting displaying part for displaying the electronic devices to which said time information 
setting part is capable of setting the time information (Shteyn: col. 2, lines 36-42 and Tobias: col. 

19, lines 36-65). 

19. Regarding claim 7, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias discloses a time 
setting selecting part for selecting an electronic device from the electronic devices displayed as 
devices that are capable of setting the time information by the time setting displaying part 
(Shteyn: col. 2, lines 36-42 and Tobias: col. 19, lines 36-65). 

20. Regarding claim 8, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias discloses that 
the time information obtaining part obtains the time information from the outside of the network 
system (Tobias: col. 7, lines 16-20 and col. 7, lines 51-64). 

21 . Regarding claim 9, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias discloses a time 
compensating function determining part for determining whether the electronic devices have a 
time compensating function corresponding to time information obtained from the outside, the 
time compensating function allowing the electronic devices to compensate time thereof 
(Applicant: pg. 1, line 14-pg. 2, line 4); wherein the time information setting part sets the time 
information obtained by the time information obtaining part to the electronic devices determined 
as devices that do not have the time compensating function by the time compensating function 
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determining part (Tobias: col. 6, line 66-col. 7, line 12 and col. 7, lines 29-35), where some 
devices do not require a time set since the devices already contain an internal clock. 

22. Regarding claim 10, Shteyn in view of Applicant in further view of Tobias suggests that 
the time information obtaining part obtains the time information from the electronic devices 
determined as devices that have the time compensating function by the time compensating , 
function determining part (Applicant: pg. 1, line 14-pg. 2, line 4 and Tobias: col. 7, lines 16-20 
and col. 7, lines 51-64) where Applicant discloses that the time compensating function has a time 
source and where Tobias discloses using a time source to set a time for a device such that it 
would have been obvious to use a time source in the system to set the time. 

Conclusion 

23. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Dockter et al. (USPN 5,420,801) see entire document which pertains to 
synchronization of multimedia streams. 

24. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Ryman whose telephone number is (571)272-3152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:00-4:30 with every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571)272-3 155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Daniel J. Ryman 
Tftl Examiner 
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